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1. This written opinion is the "'^^^ (first, etc) drawn by this International Preiiminarv Examining Authority', 

S. This opinion contains indications relating^ to the following items: 



T I x| Basis of the opinion 
H j j Priority 

III I " I Ncn-establishnicnt of opinion with regard to novelty, inventive yie.p or industrial applicability 

IV j j Lack of unity of invention 

V I ^ I Reasoned statement under Rule 60.!?(a)ui) with regard to novelty, inventive step or industrial applicability; 

L_LJ citations and explanations supporting such statement 

VI j j Certain documents cited 

VTI j I Certain defeccs in the international application 
V^ni I I Certam observacions on the international ;ipplication 

.S. The applicant is hereby invited to reply to this opinion 

Wlien? See the time limit indicated above. The appl i cant may. bcforr: th" f.xpi ration of that time l imit, request thin 

Authority to grant an oxton.^ i on.. 3oe Rule UfJ.a(d). 

How? By submitting a written reply, accompanied, where appropriate, by auiendmcnts, according to Ruk 66. S. 

For the form and the language of the amendments, sef- Rules and 66.9. 

Also For an additional opportunity to submit amendments, see Rule f$&.4. 

For the examiner's obligation to consider amendments and ''or arguments, see Rule 66.+ his 
For an informal communication with the examiner, see Rule GG.f5. 



If no reply is filed, the international preliminary examination report will be established on the basis of this opinion. 

4^. The final date by which the international preliminary 

examination report must he established according to Ruir rt9.tf is: OCTOBER ^gOOi 
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1. Basis of the opinion 



1 . With regard w ihe clenieiiis ol* ihe intcmriUt,inai aj^plicuiion: *■ 



Y 


ihc iiiiernationii 


i apphcaiioTi n 


s originally i 


lied 




X 


the de script ton; 
paces 


1-58 






. as origmaliy filed 




pages 


NONE 






filed with iLe demand 




pa ties 


NONE 




. filed with the letter of 


— ' 


X 


the claims: 
paaes 


59-68 






. as orig-nally fded 




paae.s 


NONE 




, as amended (together with any 


statement) under Ariicie 19 




pages . 


NONE 






, filed with the demand 




pages 


NONE 


riied with the letter of 




X 


the drawings: 
paaes 


1-48 






, as orifiinally filed 




pages 


NONE 






, filed with the demand 




naoe.s 


NONE 




, filed with the letter of 






the sequence listing part of the description: 
naaes ^OHh 




, as orifiinally filed 




pages 


NONE 






, fued with the demand 




pages 


NONE 




^ filed with the letter of 





2, With r^jgaid to the language, all the elements maiked above were available or ftimished to Qiis Authority in the language in v^ch 
tlie international application was filed, unless otherwise indicated under this item. 

These elements were available or ftmushed to tliis Autlionty in the following language- winch is: 

[ I the language of a translation furnished for the purposes of internationai search (under Rule 23.l(bV). 
I I the language of publication of the international application (under Rule 48.3(b)). 

I I the language of the u^anslation ftimisbed for the piuyxises of international preliminar>' examination (under Rules 55.2 and/ 
or 55.3). 

3. With regard to any nucleotide and/or amino acid sequence disclosed in (he inteaiational application, die vmtten opinion was 
drawn on die basis of tlie sequence listing: 

I I contained in the international application in printed form. 

I j filed together with the international applictition in computer readable form. 

[ I furnished subsequently to this Authority in written form. 

I I furnished subsequently to this Authority in computer readable form. 

□ The statement dia? the subsequemh- furnished written sequence listing does not go beyond the disclosure in the 
international application as filed has l'>eeri fumish'-'d 

□ The statement thai iJk inionnauon lecorded in computer readable fonn is idcnticai to ti^c vvriten sequence listing has 
been liimislied. 

4 13 amendments have resulted m the cancellation of: 
the description, pages 
the claims, Nos 



NONE 



NONE 



fx] the drawings, sheets/fe ^'ON^ 



5. Tliis opinion has been drawn aji if (some of) tlie amendments had not been made, since they have been coiisideied to go 
beyond the disciosunj as filed, as indicated in the Supplemental Box (Rule 70.2t>\f). 

* Rcplacemem sheets which hrjvc heett furnished to (he receiving Office in respome w an inviianon under Article 14 are referred lo 
in this opinion as \>ri^imlty fM 



Form PCT/IPEA/408 (Box () (July 199S)* 



in [cm at ion n! ajj plication No. 



V. Reasoned statement under Rule 66^(a)(ii) with regard to nove!t>\ inventive step or industnai applicability; 
ciiacions and explanations supporting such statement 



1.. statfijuoot 

Nove-lty (N) Claimii (Please See supple riierual shget; YES 

Cl aims (PU-asc Sep .supplemental sliectt NO 

Inventive Stop (IS) Claims (PUase See supplemental sheer) YES 

Claims (Please S<:e supplemental sheet) NO 

Iilduslrial Applicability (lA) Claims (Pi«^ase Se,e suppli; mental sheet) YES 

Claims (Please >Se€ supplemental yheet) NO 



*2. ciiaiions and explanations 

Claims 1-3, 5, 6, S-15, Se-24, 26, 27. 29-34. ^S. 4-^-4^. 51, 53 and 54- lack novelty under PCT Article as being; anticipated 

by Huffman (\V0 97/29112). 

Considering claims 1, S, II, 22, 99, 39. 4-3 and 51, HufTrnan discloses an apparatus and corresponding method for 
providing text to speech conversion for an electronic book displayed on a viewer comprising: 

a) a display (130) that displays a page of an electronic book on a viewer (figure 3), the page including text (figtire 7); 

b) a selection module (2+2, figure 19) that receives a selection of text on the displayed pag^ for conversion to speech (page 19, 
lines 16-23); 

c) a conversion module (15S. figure 3 or +2) that converts at least a portion of the selected text in to corresponding speech (page 
Ifi, lines 3-14) (see also figures II, 14 and 15). 

Qaims 9-3, 9-10. 12-13, 23-94. 30-31, 33-34 and 45-46 are met by figure II and columns 18-19. 
Claims 5. 2e and 49 are met by page 20, lines fi-Sf4- 
Oaims 6, 27 and 53-54 are met by page 12, lines 3-18. 
Claims 47-48 are met by figures 5,6.11, l.*:. 10 or 91. 

Claims 7 and 98 lack an inventive step under PCT Article 33(3) as being obvious over Huffman (WO 97/99 1 12) in view of 
Case (5,737,725). 

Considering claims 7 and 98. Huffman (97/92112) discloses an apparatus and corresponding mothod for providing 
text to speech conversion for an electronic book displayed on a viewer comprising: 

a) a display (130) that displays a page of an electronic book on a viewer (figure 3), the page including text (figure 7); 

b) a selection module (949. figure 19} that receives a selecticn of text on the displayed page for the conversion to speech 
(page 19, lines 16-23); 

c) a conversion module (159. figure 3 or 42) that converts at least a portion of the selected text in to corresponding speech 
(page 19, lines 3-14) (see also figures 11, 14 and I 5V 

However. Huflmaii (97/991 19) fails to specificallv disclose (Continued on Supplemental Sheet.) 
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Supplemental Box 

(To b(^. used \vh(^Ti lite sparf in ;iiiy of (lip pmrrdin^ \wy:rs is not sii,ffi<:ien«) 
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Sheet, to 



TIME LIMLT: 

The time limit set for resjxjose tc a Written Opinion may not be extended. 37 CFR 1 .484(d). Any response 
received after the expiration of the time limit set in the Written Opinion wiil not be cousiciered in preparing the Iniemationa] 
Preliminary Examination Report. 



V. 1. REASONED STATEMENTS: 

The opinion as to Novelty was positive (YES) with respect to claijns 4.7,14-21.25,28,35-42.44,50,52.55-58. 

The opinion as lo Novelty was negadve (NO) with respect to claims 1-3.5,6,8-13,22-24,26,27.29-34,43,45-49.51,53,54. 

The opinion as to Inventive Step was positive (YES) with respect to claims NONE. 

The c^inion as to Inventive Step was negative (NO) with respect to claims 1-58. 

The (pinion as to Industrial Applicability was positive (YES) with respect to claims 1-58. 

The opinion as to Industrial Applicability was negative (NO) with respect to claims NONE. 

V. 2. REASONED STATEMENTS - CITATIONS AND EXPLANATIONS (Continued): 
an audio access module that accesses an audio file as recited in the claims . 

Case discloses an audio access module that access©? an audio file for the advantage of autanaiically generating audio 
or speech corresponding to text. 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to modify Huffman's (97/22112) system to include an 
audio access module that accesses an audio file, as taught by Case, for the advantage of auiomaiically generating audio or 
speech corresponding to text- 
Claims 4, 25, 44 and 52 lack an inventive step under PCT Article 33(3) as being obvious over Huffman (WO 97/22112) in 
view of Boulton (4985697). 

Considering claims 25 . 44 and 52, Huffman (97/22U2) fails to specifically disclose permitting a user to request a 
definition of a word as recited in the claims. 

Boulton discloses perraitting a user to request a definition of a word for the advantage of providing a dictionary 
function to a user. See column 4, lines 11-16, the abstract and figures 1 and 16. 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to modify Huffman's (97/22112) system to include 
permitting a user to request a definition of a word, as taught by Boulton, for the advantage of providing a dictionary f unction 
to a user. 

Claims 14-17, 35-38 and 50 lack an inventive step under PCT Article 33{3) as being obvious over Huffman (WO 97/22112) in 
view of Van Kleeck et al (Van Kleeck, 5,890.122). 

Considering claims 14-17, 35-38 and 50, Huffman discloses an apparatus and corre.-.ixmding method for receiving 
commands for executing functions to an elect rcmic book displayed on a viewer comprising: 

a) a display (130) diat displays a page of an electronic book on a viewer (figure 3), the page including text (figure 7) ; b) a 
selection module (242, figure 12) thai receives a selection of text on the displayed page for the conversion to speech ( page 19, 
lines 16-23); and c) a conversion module (152. figure 3 or 42) that converts at least a portion of the selected text in to 
correspondiiig speedi (page 12, lines 3-14) (see also figures 11, 14 and 15). 

However, Huffman fails to specifically disclose a receive module that receives an audible command, a conversion 
module that converts the audible conunaiKl into a corresp(.nidiug electronic signal and an execute module as recited in the 
claims. 

Van Kleeck discloses un apparatus for receiving couuiiands for executing functions comprising: (a) receive module 
(506,507) that receives an audible command (b) a conversion module (509) that converts the audible conmiand into a 
corresponding electronic signal and (c) an execute module (510,511) that executes a function for the advantage of providing 
voice control of an electronic apparatus (instead of manual key input commands). 

it would luive been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to modify Huffman's system to include a receive 
module that receives an audible command, a conversion module that converts the audible command into a corresponding 
electrcffiic signal and an execute module, as taught by Van Kleeck, for the advantage of pnjviding voice control of an 
electronic apparatus instead of manual key input commands . 



Claims 18-19, 39-40 and 55-58 lack an inventive step under PCT Article .33(3) as being ohvious over Huffman (WO 
97/22112) in view of Vergo (EP 0 924,687 A2). 

Considering claims 18-19, 39-40 and 55-58, Huffman discloses an apparatus and corresponding method for providing 
an electronic book displayed on a viewer comprising a display (130) that displays a page of an elecrronic book on a viewer 
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(figure 3), the page including lexi (figure 7). 





However, Huffman fails to specifically disclose a receive module that receives speech froin a user, a commands 
module the converts the speech into corresponding elec ironic lexi and an insertion module tliat inserii; the text inio the 
electronic book as recited in (he claims. 



Vergo discloses an apparatus for performing dictation into an electronic book displayed on a viewer comprising a 
receive module that receives speech from a user, a commands module the converts die speech into corresix>nding electronic 
text and an insertion module thai inserts the text into a device. This system provides efficient transcription from voice to text 
into an electronic device. See abstract and figure 3. 

It would have been obvious to ojie of ordinary skill in the art to modify Huffman's sj'sian to include a receive 
module that receives speech from a user, a coanmands module the converts die speech into corresponding electronic text and 
an insertion module that inserts the text into the electronic book, as taught by Vergo, for the advantage of providing efficient 
transcription from voice to text into an electronic device. 



Claims 20-21 and 41-42 lack an inventive step under PCT Article 33(3) as being obvious over Huffman (WO 97/22110) in 
view of Juang (EP 0 892,388 A I). 

Cfflisidering clahns 20-21 and 41-42, Huffman (97/22U0) discloses an apparatus for restricting access to an 
electroaciic book for display oa a viewer comprising: a store module (136, 154) that stores an electronic book for display on a 
viewer (figure 3). 

However. Huffman (97/2110) fails to specifically disclose a receive module thai receives audible command, a 
conversion module and an authorization module as recited in the claims. 

Juang discloses a receive module that receives an fflidible command from a user, a conversion module that converts 
the audible command and an authorization module the provides auihorizaUOTi for the advantage of restricting access to an 
electrcMiic device. See the abstract, figures 1-2 and page 2, lines 16-19. 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to modify Huffman's (97/221 10) Systran to inchide a 
receive mot&ile that receives audible command, a conversion module and an auihorizauoa module, as taught by Juang, for the 
advantage of restricting access to an electronic device. 



— - NEW CITATIONS 

NONE 
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